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rases of California Story: The saga of Goodwin Knight, victorious Governor of California, is commencing. 

Reports of his aspirations for the GOP Presidential nomination appear in two influential newspapers 
investi of the country (New York Times, November 7; Chicago Tribune, November 8). Cameras are being 
‘ 194 focused on him, editors are planning feature stories, GOP committeemen are discussing the new figure. 
sven We happen to know that the board of one foundation is considering a proposal to invite Knight to speak 
> objec at a banquet soon to be given in Washington — thus offering this inquisitive city a chance to look him 

over. 
10 estab) : —- ne . . 
lrain wi For the politicos and political observers know that Knight will control one of the largest blocs of 
er delegates at the national nominating convention two years hence. They compare his triumphant eagles 
‘od ns to the lowered standards of the now beaten “liberal’’ GOP state machines of the East — the “boss” organi- 
0 estab zations which steam-rollered the popular demand for Taft in 1952, thus easing Ike into the nomination. 
viet Us Hence, seeking hope for the GOP in 1956, observers talk of Knight. 
Jashingt Canvassing comment (by long distance phone) across the country, we found Governor Lee of Utah 


al with recalling with approval how Knight (like Lee) had spurned UN day in California. In Nebraska, former 


> Treas 


ing Har Congressman Howard Buffett said to us: “The salvation of the anti-socialist element in the GOP lies in 
the opd leadership in the West, not the East. It is rather ironical that California, long labelled as the homeland 
orice of strange radical causes, should produce Governor Knight, the No. 1 conservative leader in America 
Commun today.” And in Chicago, former Congressman Samuel Pettengill told us: “The election reveals the eclipse 

of the Dewey ‘liberal’ wing of the GOP, exemplified by the crash of the big machines in New York, Penn- 
y toe sylvania, Connecticut and New Jersey. Speaking of Governor Knight of California — it looks as if ‘the 
eye a sun rises in the west’.” 


e witnes 

t —_ A Legend Passes: Even Ike apparently realized for a few hours that he had taken a beating. Then the 
yrapns, 4 ° ° . ° 
4 io me Palace Guard started the new refrain — “he saved us from a Democratic landslide.” But many here dis- 
er count this theme as “a barrage to cover a retreat”; they can’t blink unpleasant facts, such as: 
- Darbar»is 

Zroups 











No President ever went so far in trying to win an off-year election, and with such dismaying results. 


History shows this. In 1910, the William Howard Taft regime suffered a set-back, which started the first 


ae big split in the GOP. But, even then, the Republicans lost only one House. In 1918, Woodrow Wilson’s 
i dist Democrats lost both Houses; but Wilson limited his intervention in the campaign of that year to one 


ged, per unfortunate statement. In 1930, Hoover (long labelled a symbol of GOP defeat) saw Republican majori- 
ties retained in both Houses (although they lost control of the lower House within 12 months as a result 
of deaths and by-elections). The Democrats lost both Houses in 1946, but Truman did not put up a fight. 


He did campaign actively in 1950; and his party kept power in both Houses. 


lion do 
»f failure 
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claims 2 ele . ea : 
the expe On the “whirlwind air tour,” Ike visited four states, seeking to elect Cooper of Kentucky, Ferguson 


re hiring of Michigan, Warburton of Delaware and Bender of Ohio. Only Bender won. But how? His opponent, 
bees Senator Burke had committed the imprudence of promising to vote for censure of Senator McCarthy. The 
New York Times correspondent in Ohio reported estimates that possibly 10,000 to 15,000 voters for that 
reason voted against the Democrat. Bender’s lead was about 13,000. 


quest. 
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Hence, the legend of Ike’s alleged great popularity — so far as it has any political meaning is con- 
cerned — is beginning to fade. Actually, it never had much real substance. He won 55 per cent of the 
popular vote in 1952—which is far below the landslide percentages. of Harding, Coolidge, Hoover 
(1928) and Roosevelt. But the Palace Guard went to work to~generate a myth, fashioned to its 
own purposes.” ~ 7 


Actually the “popularity” of Eisenhower resembles somewhat that enjoyed by a French 
president, whom his people rarely criticize and whom they revere as a national symbol, 
wholly divorced from political considerations. In justice to the amiable Ike, that is prob- 
ably the only role he’d like to play, for his distaste of politics is well known. 


Therefore, it’s rather cruel to hear returning GOP congressmen say that “the Eisenhower jacket has 
no coattails”, or that “Ike’s coattails were billed as a magic carpet, but it slipped.” Therefore, 
fair-minded Republicans would rather talk of someone else in the party — like Knight, for instance — 
who might serve as a real political leader. For they face the grim fact that Ike possesses no irresistible 
appeal to voters, and the party must find one who does — for ’56. 


The Case Story: Republican Senatorial Candidate Clifford Case got his 3,000 odd vote lead (he 
hasn’t nailed down the Senatorship yet, because there may be a re-count), thanks to Joe McCarthy; and 


Case today is only a minority winner. This story, submerged by the metropolitan press, is a matter of 
official record in New Jersey. 


A political unknown named Henry Krajewski ran on the ballot as the candidate of the “American 
Third Party.” His only discernible plank was, “I’m for Joe McCarthy.” He received, by official count, 
35,194 votes. Our correspondent in Newark says that almost all of these votes were normally Democratic 
ones, from people who disliked Senatorial Democratic Candidate Howell because he had criticized Mc- 
Carthy. About 14,300 of his votes were in Hudson County, traditionally a Democratic stronghold. 


While these votes were cast under the label of a “party,” actually there was no party organization. 
So, there was no way to get this vote to accept the strategy laid down by the anti-Case GOP leaders, who 
wanted all anti-Case people to vote for Howell, to save the Senate from the “shame of Case.” Additionally, 
the count shows that former Congressman Hartley received 6,927 write-in votes— thus revealing that 
many Republicans also did not understand the above-mentioned voting strategy. 


At any rate, the fact is that because of McCarthy sentiment, Case (even if he gets by a re-count) is 
only a “minority candidate”. 


Stay-At-Homes: There was a large “stay-at-home vote” this year — judging from quite a number of 
reports from politicians. A Wisconsin GOP congressman (himself successful) had examined the statistics 
carefully of his district and notes a stay-at-home vote of approximately 15 per cent of the normal. He 
ascribed it principally to farmer price dissatisfaction and/or disappointed McCarthyite feeling. He said 
other districts indicated about 20 per cent of the normal Republican voters stayed away from the polls, 
and that in his opinion, Governor Kohler’s small majority would have been a heavy one if the Governor 
had made some pro-McCarthy statement. Similar reports come from Illinois, from Michigan and Ne- 
braska, as well as New York and Connecticut. Correspondents in Illinois attribute the defeat of Meek, 
the GOP Senatorial candidate, to his failure to defend McCarthy and to call for the Bricker Amendment. 
The story goes that Meek was told to refrain from taking these stands during the campaign, by the White 
House; otherwise, he was warned, he would get no Presidential support or money. 


It is impossible, until all the statistics are in and examined, to estimate the magnitude and specific 
effects of the stay-at-home voters. However, from figures received from the GOP National Committee 
and from the A.P., the following is an interesting over-all comparison with 1950, the last off-year election. 
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.dn 1950, there were 69,565,450 registered voters; and of these 42,186,453 actually voted. In 
1954, there were 74,879,146 registered voters; and of these 41,949,139 actually voted. In short, the stay- 
at-home voters increased by about. 544 million this year over 1950. 





Chain Reaction: Yesterday Miss Anne Adams telephoned to tell us an interesting story from 
New York. 


Two years ago, a friend sent her a one-year Christmas gift subscription to HUMAN 
EVENTS. A year later, as an expression of gratitude she sent one-year gift subscriptions to 
10 of her friends. Last week, the subscriptions being about to expire, she telephoned each, 
asking for 10 gift subscriptions apiece — as she was herself doing. Six promised the full 10 
apiece; two promised five apiece; the other two said “No.” Net result, counting her own 


second batch of 10: 80 new subscriptions, all the result of a gift subscription two years ago to 
Miss Adams. 


Why don’t YOU start a similar chain? Two or more annual gift subscriptions will cost 
you $9.00 apiece; two or more six-months subscriptions, $5.00 apiece; two or more 3-month 
subscriptions, $2.50 each. 


A gift card in your name will accompany the first issue of each Christmas subscription. 











GOP’S New York Dilemma: It isn’t too early to consider the dilemma New York Republicans will 
face in 1958 when the next gubernatorial nomination must be made. Inadequate discussion now means 
Republican entrapment then. 


This year every Republican candidate for state office lost except Jacob Javits, who beat Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, Jr. by 176,000 for the Attorney-Generalship. If “the only proven statewide winner” among the 
Republican possibilities should be rejected for governor by the Republican state convention in 1958, one 
may be sure that the New York Post will cry “anti-semitism,” as it did in October when an upstate political 
advertisement omitted Javits from its slate of endorsed Republican candidates. The leaders of the organi- 
zation involved replied simply that they did not regard Javits as “a real Republican.” Nevertheless, their 
associates sharply told them they had made a political blunder. 


What will happen if Javits should win the governorship on the Republican ticket? He will have all 
the powers that Dewey has exercised for 12 years. He will wield them with even greater vigor than 
Dewey did and he will be effective because he is more ambitious for his ideas than for himself. Give 
Javits the power and he will immediately start to make over the state Republican party in his own image 
and in 1960 he will use all the power of New York state’s 90 delegates to the Republican National Conven- 
tion to nominate the most New-Dealish of the Republican presidential candidates. 


Javits was elected to Congress in 1946 as a result of a coalition between the Liberal party and the 
Republican party in the heavily New-Dealish 21st Congressional District of New York City. The Liberal 
party was in the driver’s seat; the nomination had to be given one of its own kind. All the Republican party 
got out of the deal was the assurance that on matters involving the organization of the House of Representa- 
tives, Javits would vote Republican. 


The Liberal party was organized by people who broke away from the American Labor Party. From 
its beginning, this splinter party was Communist-influenced if not wholly Communist-dominated and that 
condition was entirely acceptable to its half million supporters before and during World War II. The 
break-away came when some members began to recognize political danger and personal unpopularity in 
the association. It should be understood, however, that on purely domestic issues, there is not now nor was 
there ever any vital difference between the measures advocated by the American Labor party and ‘those 


supported by the Liberal party. In short, the future holds a big problem for the New York GOP. 





What $80,000 Could Have Done: President Eisenhower made more personal statements in favor of 
New Jersey Republican nominee Clifford Case than any other candidate. Reportedly, the Republican 
National Committee sent $80,000 into New Jersey, far more than into any other state. Well, the CIO-ADA 
darling won by 3,000 — subject to re-count. 


The $80,000 probably could have elected. three Senators — all of them genuine Republicans. An 
infinitesimal switch of the votes would have given victory to Cordon over Neuberger in Oregon, D’Ewart 
over Murray in Montana, and Harrison over O’Mahoney in Wyoming. 


All three lost partly because of inability to raise campaign funds and partly because the President 
was giving his attention elsewhere. 


In fact, $10,000 to each of the three probably would have done the trick, leaving $50,000 to save | 


Michigan Republican Ferguson, another whose percentage of Republican votes is approximately the same 
as Case’s percentage of New Deal votes. 

Ferguson was up against a CIO-AFL machine which except for a Detroit Teamsters defection threw 
its entire facilities into the defeat of Ferguson. No drive was more thoroughly organized: house-to-house 
and factory-by factory. Not even the lowliest shop steward dared raise his voice for Ferguson. Every issue 


of the C/O News, the United Automobile Worker and other union organs from the first to the last page | 


was dedicated to the election of New Deal candidates. 


Meek in Illinois could have used part of that $80,000. He was denied financial help from the affluent | 


Citizens for Eisenhower Committee until he knuckled under and agreed to vote according to orders from 
the White House, and even then he got precious little financial help. 


Republican Ineptitude: If Roosevelt or Truman had found an official high in the Hoover Administration 
with a record of pro-Nazism equal to the pink tendencies of John P. Davies, the dismissal would have 
been made at the most dramatic moment politically — and with the maximum of fanfare and documenta- 
tion. 

The decision to fire Davies was made before the election — we happen to know — but was withheld 
until after election for fear of the charge: “Sordid politics!” 


In the Harry Dexter White case, the New Deal columnists used this technique so skillfully that they 
made Attorney General Herbert Brownell the defendant, not the “Benedict Arnold Rasputin” in Henry 
Morgenthau’s Treasury Department. And the incredibly incompetent White House strategy staff let them 
get away with it. 


Ives and Labor: Irving Ives, both in the New York State Senate and the United States Senate played 
ball all the way with organized labor. When he ran for governor, he naively assumed he could get the 
support of a score or more of the big names among New York state labor leaders. He ended up without a 
single one. The best he could do from over the entire state was to obtain the names of 14 obscure chiefs 
of little locals. 


The 1944 campaign should have taught the Dewey organization a lesson. In that campaign for the 
Presidency, the New York governor accepted the one-sided Wagner Act in toto. He promised that there 
would be no curbs whatever upon labor; he said not one word on labor throughout the campaign to which 
any union leader could object. In his Pittsburgh address, he implied that he would be a better friend of 
union leaders than Roosevelt had been. Yet when the chips were down, he could not get the 
public support of a single international union president — except “old reliable” Bill Hutchinson of the 
Carpenters Union who expected to be without competition for the post of Secretary of Labor. 


This serves as another example of the fruitless policy of seeking votes impossible to obtain. 
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 Greiien DANA, famous editor of The New York Sun, offered a definition that has now 
save become imbedded in the traditions of American journalism. “It isn’t news when a 
ame | dog bites a man,” he said. “It is news when a man bites a dog.” 

No doubt this viewpoint has added snap and brilliance to American reporting. But 
ee it has not been helpful as a guide to the foreign correspondent, a part of whose job is to 
ssue interpret realistically the country where he is stationed. -For it puts a premium on search- 
age ing out the bizarre, the unusual, the exceptional, rather than the typical. 

And this “man bites dog” approach is especially unfortunate in dealing with an 
_ emotion-laden subject like postwar Germany. For the really big and important devel- 
ag opments since the establishment of the Federal Republic five years ago are perhaps more 

interesting to the historian than to the newspaperman in search of a spectacular headline. 

ition : : : : 

nel One such development is the almost miraculous economic recovery. This has trans- 

sntas formed Munich and Hamburg and Frankfort and other cities of West Germany from 
shapeless masses of rubble after the war into impressive replicas of their former selves. 

held The recovery has also brought wages of industrial workers above the pre-war level, has 
put more cars on the German roads than there were before the war, and has made the 

a new German mark, which started from scratch in 1948, one of the hardest currencies of 

them Europe. But it is stories of striking disaster, not of quiet, prosaic building that normally 
hit the front page. 

ayed The really significant German developments, in politics as in economics, have been 

tthe of the quiet unspectacular type. There has been the steady, consistent development of 

sal Chancellor Adenauer’s foreign policy, unwaveringly anti-Communist and consistently pro- 
Western, even after such a hard knock as the defeat of the EDC. 

r the There has been the emergence of a political stability that matches the growing eco- 

there nomic stability. As an instrument for the efficient conduct of domestic and foreign af- 

oe fairs, the Bundestag is a happy contrast to some other European parliaments, with big 

pi Communist fifth columns and weak and shifting coalitions based on multiple party systems. 

f the What one finds in Bonn is a governing right-of-center coalition, conservative but not 
reactionary, and a Social Democratic opposition that is moderate, as Social Democratic 
parties go. There is not one Communist in the Bundestag and not one representative of 

ua parties or groups who could reasonably be described as neo-Nazi. 

ta 
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What Adenauer has proposed and promised in foreign affairs — settlement of Ger- 
many’ s pre-war debts, a voluntary indemnity payment to Israel, German participation in 
the EDC (finally killed by France), and approval of the London agreement — he has 
invariably delivered. There has been nothing in Germany that suggests the French per- 
formance of first proposing, then stalling, sabotaging and finally repudiating the EDC. 


>, IS THE REAL story of Germany during the last few years: a people recovering 

political and economic balance, regaining self-respect and self-confidence, after the 
terrific shocks of Nazism, complete defeat in war and the first blundering and extrava- 
gantly punitive years of occupation. This recovery, often referred to in Europe as a 


miracle, has been under the leadership of two remarkable men. 


Konrad Adenauer, a great German and a great European, has recognized that Ger- 
many’s destiny lies in political, economic and military partnership with the West and 
has steered German foreign policy away from the pitfalls of neutralism. Ludwig Erhard, 
the chubby and enormously energetic Minister of Economics, has let loose to the full the 
German assets of technical skill, knowledge and capacity for hard work by the simple de- 
vice of scrapping most of the economic controls which prevailed under Hitler and under 


the occupation and letting a free incentive economy show what it could do. 


But this real German story, long on constructive achievement, is short on melo- 
drama. What a temptation for the journalist in Germany who has been brought up on 
the “man bites dog” tradition to search eagerly for plots with the Kremlin, for neo-Nazis 
lurking in every government office and planning a sinister comeback, for signs that 
Adenauer is losing his grip on the political situation! The temptation is all the greater 
because lurid tales of a new Nazi peril appeal to wartime hates and prejudices which 


have not been fully outlived in the United States. 


I had a striking personal experience, illustrating this trend, when I was in Bonn last 
summer. I had attended a meeting in honor of the men who perished in the anti-Hitler 
conspiracy of July 20, 1944. Principal speaker was the prominent Bundestag deputy 
Eugen Gerstenmeier, himself a participant in the plot. Chancellor Adenauer was present 
and endorsed in the strongest terms Gerstenmeier’s plea to honor the memory of the 
martyrs of July 20 by pressing on toward the goal of a united Europe. “A false na- 
tionalism,” said the Chancellor, ‘‘is something evil. Everyone who is called to work for 
the fatherland in any position must first of all be guided by the principles of right and 


justice and humanity.” 
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T WAS ONLY ONE of many meetings that. were held at this time, extolling the re- 

sisters and denouncing the Nazi tyranny. But, on the very day when Adenauer and 
Gerstenmeier had spoken, a very cocksure and dogmatic British journalist, certain that 
he knew all the answers about Germany, tried unsuccessfully to convince me that the 
“Nazis are coming back and running the whole show.” 

It is true, and quite unavoidable, that some former members of the Nazi party are 
filling posts in the government, in the professions and in private industry. The Nazi 
regime was so totalitarian in character that it was extremely difficult to take any active 
part in public service or in some professions and occupations without at least joining some 
Nazi-controlled organization. To make pariahs out of a large number of people, of 
whom the majority were skin-deep conformists, would have been neither possible nor de- 
sirable. What is important is that the political and economic policies of the Federal 
Republic are about as far removed as would be conceivable from Nazi ideals of nation- 
alist exclusiveness and domination, economic autarchy and rigid state control of business 
and foreign trade. 

The authentic parallels with Nazi methods are to be found in the Soviet Zone of Ger- 
many, where many former Nazis and ‘“‘militarists” have entered Soviet service (with how 
much sincerity is anyone’s guess) and may be found in high military and administrative 
posts. But it is a familiar trick of Communist propaganda to accuse the other side of 
doing what the Communists are doing, or trying to do, themselves. 

Norbert Muhlen, whose The Return of Germany (Regnery) is one of the all too 
few thoughtful, serious and well-informed books on Germany since the war, points out 
the systematic Communist exploitation of the neo-Nazi bogey: 

“The hate-the-Germans propaganda was as efficient a secret weapon of the Commu- 
nists in America as the hate-America propaganda has become an efficient secret weapon 
of the Communists in Germany and many other countries today... . 

“Using as their spokesmen non-Communists (who have sometimes naively been mis- 
led by, and sometimes consciously been following the hidden Communists), the Soviet 
machine of shaping American public opinion has conjured up the neo-Nazi spectre so 
often, so loudly and with so much conviction that many people in America have begun 
to fear it is real.” 

I could verify this technique from my personal experience in Bonn. The British cor- 
respondent who was filling his mass circulation newspaper with lurid tales of “‘neo- 
Nazis taking over” the Bonn Government would have been outraged at the suggestion 


that he was a Communist sympathizer. He represented a popular newspaper of gen- 


erally conservative views whose owner is a well-known press lord who has been a 


persistent opponent of German rearmament. 


— THE MAIN source of this journalist’s information was Otto John, head of the Office 
for the Defense of the Constitution, who showed his true colors by fleeing to the Soviet 


Zone and emitting a series of broadcasts perfectly tailored to fit the Communist political 


line. John, a notorious drunkard and generally unstable character, so obsessed with a | 


largely imaginary Nazi danger that he had no eyes for the Communist danger, was ap- | 


pointed to his office rather reluctantly by the Federal government under strong British 
pressure; he had fled to England during the war and worked with British secret service 
agencies and cooperated in the preparation of ‘‘war crimes” trials. 

The flight to the Soviet Zone of John and of an extreme conservative member of 
the Bundestag named Schmidt-Wittmarck (a former Nazi, incidentally) touched off a 
new line of ‘man bites dog” reporting. A German refugee journalist published an ar- 
ticle entitled ““Why Germans Go East,” and the John and Schmidt-Wittmarck defections 
received vastly more proportionate publicity than the infinitely larger number of defec- 
tions in the opposite direction. An unsophisticated American might have gained the 
impression that the Soviet Zone was a magnet for the West Germans, not the other 
way around. 

But here facts and figures speak for themselves. Since the end of the war almost 
two million Germans have fled from the Soviet Zone to the West. Movement in the 
other direction is a negligible trickle. As for prominent “defectors,” the West has ob- 
tained, against John, Schmidt-Wittmarck and one provincial legislator, fifteen members 
of the Soviet Zone “parliament,” five members of the Soviet puppet Cabinet, thirteen pro- 
vincial legislators and at least thirty leading officials. 

And here is where the deceptive quality of the “‘man bites dog”’ news formula comes 
in. If 300 people, on the average, flee from the Soviet Zone to West Berlin every day, 
this is routine and no one thinks it is worth a story. But a flight from the Federal Re- 
public to the Soviet Zone is so rare that it qualifies under the “man bites dog”’ category. 


The bizarre and the unusual have their place in attracting the casual newspaper 
reader. But journalists who are interpreting an important foreign country to the Ameri- 
can public should feel some obligation to learn and point out what is typical and pre- 
dominant, rather than the occasional cases when a man, figuratively speaking, goes berserk 


and bites a dog. 
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